
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Omce 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


09/492,288 


01/27/2000 


Kenji Yoshioka 


0102/0097 


9693 



21395 7590 07/29/2004 

LOUIS WOO 

LAW OFFICE OF LOUIS WOO 
717 NORTH FAYETTE STREET 
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314 



EXAMINER 



NGUYEN, DAVID Q 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2681 

DATE MAILED: 07/29/2004 



SI 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



• 


Application No. 

09/492,288 


Applicant(s) 

YOSHIOKA ETAL 


Examiner 

David Q Nguyen 


Art Unit 

2681 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 IVIONTH(S) FROIVI 
THE IVIAILING DATE OF THIS COIVIMUNICATiON. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication{s) filed on 01 June 2004 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ Tliis action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) ^ Claim(s) 13 and 14 is/are allowed. 

6) 1EI Ctaim(s) 9-10.12.15-17,19 and 21 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim (s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

30 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 9-10,12-17,19 and 2 1 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 9, 16 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Timm et al. (US Patent number 5890061) in view of Sato et al. (JP409307988A). 

Regarding claim 9, Timm et al teach in a vehicle including an audio system, a method of 
reporting an emergency comprises the steps of allowing hands-free speech communication with 
an emergency report receiving center via a microphone and a loudspeaker; and using a 
loudspeaker of the audio system as the hands-free speech communication speaker (see abstract; 
col. 3; lines 9-15; and fig. 5). Timm are silent to disclose that in case where the loudspeaker of 
the audio system is wrong, replacing the loudspeaker of the audio system with another 
loudspeaker of the audio system and thereby using another loudspeaker of the audio system as 
the handsfree speech communication loudspeaker. However, Sato et al disclose detecting 
loudspeaker of the audio system is wrong (see abstract). It is inherent that after a defective 
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speaker is identified, in order to avoid losing communication with the emergency report 
receiving center, operator of the vehicle have to replace the loudspeaker of the audio system with 
another loudspeaker of the audio system and thereby using another loudspeaker of the audio 
system as the handsfree speech communication loudspeaker. Therefore, It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
above teaching of Sato et al to Timm so that user can avoid the case of miss hearing. 

Regarding claim 16, the method of emergency reporting vehicle of Timm in view of Sato 
et al comprising all of the limitation as claimed. The method also discloses the steps of detecting 
an impedance of the loudspeaker of the audio system, replacing the loudspeaker of the audio 
system with another loudspeaker of the audio system when the loudspeaker is wrong (see 
abstract of Sato). 

Regarding claim 21, Timm et al teaches an emergency reporting apparatus for a vehicle 
having an audio system including a plurality of loudspeakers comprising: a microphone; a hands- 
fi-ee system circuit; a communication device (see abstract; col. 3; lines 9-15; and fig. 5); and a 
processor operates to implement hands-fi-ee two-way speech communication with an emergency 
report receiving center via the microphone, the hands-fi^ee system circuit; the communication 
device. Timm et al are silent to disclose at least one selected loudspeaker fi-om among the 
plurality of loudspeakers of the audio system of the vehicle having determined to be operational. 
However, Sato et al disclose Sato et al disclose detecting loudspeaker of the audio system is 
wrong (see abstract). It is inherent that at least one selected loudspeaker fi*om among the plurality 
of loudspeakers of the audio system of the vehicle having determined to be operational. 
Therefore, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
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was made to provide the above teaching of Sato et al to Timm so that user can avoid the case of 
miss hearing. 

3. Claim 10 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Timm et al. (US 
Patent number 5890061) in view of Sato et al. (JP409307988A) and further in view of Easley et 
al (US Patent Number 5361305). 

Regarding claim 10, the method of emergency reporting vehicle of Timm in view of Sato 
et al comprising all of the limitation as claimed. The method does not comprise one of an audio 
system loudspeakers located in a right front door, a right rear door, a left front door, a left rear 
door. However, Easley discloses one of an audio system loudspeakers located in a right front 
door, a right rear door, a left front door, and a left rear door (see fig, 1). Therefore, It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
above teaching of Eastley to the method of Timm in view of Sato so that user can avoid the case 
of miss hearing. 

4. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by Timm et al. (US 
Patent number 5890061) in view of Sato et al (JP409307988A) and fiirther in view of Easley et 
al (US Patent Number 5361305) and still fiirther in view of Dawson et al. (US Patent number 
4683591) 

Regarding claim 12, the method of emergency reporting vehicle of Timm in view of Sato 
and fiirther in view of Easley et al comprising all of the limitation as claimed. The method does 
not comprise the replacing step comprising the step of replacing the loudspeaker of the audio 
system with another loudspeaker of the audio system in response to user's manual operation. 
However, Dawson teach that audio system comprising switch for switching speaker to another 
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speaker in audio system, and means for selecting speakers (see fig. 3 and col. 12, lines 20-24). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide the above teaching of the Dawson to the method in order for avoiding 
losing communication between user and the emergency report center during emergency 
reporting. 

5. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by Timm et al. (US 
Patent number 5890061) in view of Sato et al. (JP409307988A) and further in view of Hamada 
et al. (US Patent number 5295192). 

Regarding claim 15, the method of emergency reporting vehicle of Timm in view of Sato 
et al comprising all of the limitation as claimed. The method does not comprise detecting a level 
sound generated by the loudspeaker of the audio system, and replacing the loudspeaker of the 
audio system with another loudspeaker of the audio system in response to the detected sound 
level. However, Hamada disclose an electronic noise attenuation method comprising a sensor to 
detect a level sound generated by the loudspeaker (see col. 1, line 30-40). It is apparent that a 
sensor to detect a level sound generated by the loudspeaker of Hamada can be applied to the 
Applicant's sensor as claimed, and user can replace the loudspeaker with another one in response 
to the detected sound level. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to provide the above teaching of the Hamada to the 
method of Timm in view of Easley in order for avoiding the noise during communication 
between user and the emergency report center. 
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7. Claims 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Timm et al. 
(US Patent number 5890061) in view of Okano et al. (JP40427690A). 

Regarding claim 17, Timm et al teach an emergency reporting apparatus for a vehicle 
including an audio system comprising: a microphone; a loudspeaker; a hands-free system circuit 
(see abstract; col. 3; lines 9-15; and fig. 5); and a means for allov^ing hands- free two-v^ay speech 
communication with an emergency report receiving center via the microphone, the loudspeaker, 
and the hands-free system circuit; wherein the handsfree speech commimication loudspeaker 
uses a loudspeaker of the audio system (see abstract and fig. 1). Timm et al are silent to disclose 
means for automatically selecting one from among a plurality of loudspeakers of the audio 
system as the handsfree speech conununication loudspeaker. However, Okano et al disclose 
means for automatically selecting one from among a plurality of loudspeakers of the audio 
system as the handsfree speech communication loudspeaker (see abstract). Therefore, It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide the above teaching of Okano et al to Timm so that user can avoid the case of miss 
hearing. 

8. Claims 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Timm et al. (US 
Patent number 5890061) in view of Okano et al. (JP40427690A) and fiirther in view of Dawson 
et al. (US Patent number 4683591) 

Regarding claim 19, the method of emergency reporting vehicle of Timm in view of 
Okano et al. does not comprise a unit manually operable by a user, and means for selecting one 
from among loudspeakers of the audio system as the handsfree speech communication 
loudspeaker in response to manual operation to the unit by the user. However, Dawson teach that 
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audio system comprising switch for switching speaker to another speaker in audio system, and 
means for selecting speakers (see fig. 3 and col. 12, lines 20-24). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
above teaching of the Dawson to the method in order for avoiding losing communication 
between user and the emergency report center during emergency reporting. 



9. Claims 13-14 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
Regarding claim 13, Timm et al teaches in a vehicle including an audio system, a method 
of reporting an emergency comprising the steps of: allowing hands-free speech communication 
with an emergency report receiving center via a microphone and a loudspeaker; and using a 
loudspeaker of the audio system as the hands-free speech communication speaker (see abstract; 
col. 3; lines 9-15; and fig. 5). Timm are silent to disclose that in case where the loudspeaker of 
the audio system is wrong, replacing the loudspeaker of the audio system with another 
loudspeaker of the audio system and thereby using another loudspeaker of the audio system as 
the handsfi"ee speech communication loudspeaker; wherein the replacing step comprises the step 
of replacing the loudspeaker of the audio system with another loudspeaker of the audio system in 
response to a loudspeaker change requirement signal transmitted from the emergency report 
receiving center. 

Claims 14 depneds on claim 13. Therefore, it is allowed. 



Allowable Subject Matter 
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Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Apphcant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated fi:om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi*om the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi-om the 
examiner should be directed to David Q Nguyen whose telephone number is 703-605-4254. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 703-308-4825. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
AppHcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




David Nguyen 



DAVID HUDSPEW 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



